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to establish beyond reasonable doubt that defendant had knowledge of gun and
intent to exercise dominion or control over it; whether jury could have reasonably
found that defendant constructively possessed gun; whether DNA evidence pre-
sented by state, standing alone or in combination with other evidence, was
insufficient to support defendant’s conviction.
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of defendant’s constitutional right to assistance of counsel; whether there was
sufficient evidence in record to support defendant’s theory of case; claim that
evidence presented at trial was insufficient to support his conviction of first
degree sexual assault; claim that trial court had abused its discretion in admitting
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